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within accounts, within the Defense
Department and elsewhere to find
those cuts, which would be relatively
modest over a 10-year period. But then
the better thing with the do-nothing
option is if Congress really, really can
do nothing and continues to do nothing
for the rest of this session, then all the
Bush tax cuts go away and that means
$4 trillion of additional revenues with a
little bit of shared sacrifice. It hits the
people at the top mostly, takes them
back to the Clinton-era rates of taxes.
That’s without closing tax loops and
going through all that. Just let the
Bush tax cuts expire; that would take
care of 40 percent of the deficit prob-
lem over the next 10 years. Add in the
sequestration from the failure of the
committee another 1.2, plus the 1.3 we
passed last summer, suddenly we’re up
to 67-70 percent of the projected deficit.
That’s pretty much what we need to do
around here. And you can do it in an
honest way, which is with revenues and
spending reductions. That’s how we
balanced the budget in the 1990s. You
can’t do it all with just stopping cuts.
Stop pretending that that’ll work. It
won’t work.

Now, there’ll be much gnashing of
teeth, particularly on Wall Street,
about oh, Congress can’t get things
done, and we’re worried. And the
crooks are the unindicted co-conspira-
tors at the ratings agencies. The same
people who rated designed-to-fail mort-
gage collateralized debt obligations as
AAA-plus investments are now con-
cerned about the government of the
United States and how it conducts
itself in its honesty and dealing with
these difficult problems. Well, you
know, maybe they should take a look
at the do-nothing option, too. If
they’re really concerned about debt re-
duction, the do-nothing option is the
best.

And then finally this week, Congress
will have a chance to vote on a bal-
anced budget amendment, the same
one that passed in 1995. Let’s think of
what the world would look like today if
the one that passed the House in 1995
had become the law of the land. We
wouldn’t have had 10 years of Bush tax
cuts at a cost of $5 trillion of new debt
and no jobs. We wouldn’t have had the
wars fought on the credit card. We
would have had to vote every year be-
cause we didn’t declare war, and under
this balanced budget amendment if you
don’t declare war and you have an
overseas emergency, you have to vote
every year on the spending. Maybe we
wouldn’t have spent those many hun-
dreds of billions and trillions of dol-
lars.

And, finally, the prescription drug
benefit designed to subsidize the phar-
maceutical industry with borrowed
money and that gives seniors a donut
hole, we wouldn’t have had that either.

Now, I have liberal friends over here
who say: Oh, we can’t have a balanced
budget amendment. That would be hor-
rible. Well, just think, if those things
hadn’t happened and we didn’t have $14
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trillion of debt today, wouldn’t we be
in a place to make the investments we
need to put America back to work and
not burdening our kids with a moun-
tain of debt? Think about it. A bal-
anced budget amendment works both
ways. This one’s honest. It doesn’t say
supermajority for taxes. It doesn’t say
supermajority for cuts. It says you fig-
ure it out. You were elected, you figure
it out. And do it in a way that both
builds a country with a sustainable
economy and gives us a financial fu-
ture that isn’t a huge burden to our
kids.

———

CONGRATULATING WAYZATA
GIRLS SOCCER CHAMPIONSHIP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to congratulate the Wayzata High
School girls soccer team on winning
this year’s Class 2A State champion-
ship. This is a team that embodies the
philosophy of practice makes perfect.
Every day throughout the season, this
team would practice penalty kicks just
in case a big game would depend on it.

And when it came down to the cham-
pionship game, when regulation time
ran out, when overtime passed, 10 min-
utes extra of overtime, the State title
would be decided by a penalty kick
shootout. In the end, it was Wayzata’s
practice of the fundamentals that real-
ly did pay off when Chelsey Ulrich
scored the game-winning goal in that
shootout.

So congratulations to the student
athletes of Wayzata High School and
the girls soccer team, as well as the
coaches, for being great student ath-
letes and for a job well done.

———
INVESTING IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, in a few
days our Congress will see the report-
ing out of the work of the supercom-
mittee. This is a big deal, and it’s
something that the American people, 1
pray, focus their attention on. It’s a
big deal because it is true, and I say
this as a proud liberal Member of this
Congress, that we do need to make sure
that we reduce our country’s long-term
deficit. We need to do that because pro-
grams I care about like Head Start,
home heating oil for seniors, programs
that are going to help develop our
human capital, get crowded out when
we say we just don’t have enough
money. We do need to make sure that
we can live within the budget of this
country.

But the question is not what we are
going to cut, but what are we going to
spend on. That’s the real question. The
deeper question is what are we going to
invest in because the fact is, whether
we do only stimulus and spend a lot of
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money in the hope that we increase ag-
gregate demand, or whether we do
what Republicans suggest, which is to
cut everything and just have austerity,
neither one of those solutions will real-
ly put America on the track that it
needs to be on.

The fact is that we need to invest in
this country because as we look
around, this country, the land of oppor-
tunity, is not making the investments
that it needs to make in order to be the
world leader in the years to come. We
need to invest in infrastructure, Mr.
Speaker. Let’s start by talking about
greening America. We need to retrofit
old buildings. We need to invest in a
smart grid. We need to invest in renew-
able energy—wind, solar, things that
will really help power our Nation and
make us less dependent not only on
foreign oil but oil altogether—fossil
fuels. We need to reduce that depend-
ency.

We need to invest in transit and
roads and bridges. In my own City of
Minneapolis, we saw a bridge fall 65
feet into the Mississippi River because
it had not been adequately maintained.
People think, oh, that’s Minneapolis’s
problem. If they think that, they’re
wrong. Bridges all over this country
are in critically bad shape, and we need
to invest in making sure that they are
not only safe but are adequate for the
future; well fitted so that they can ac-
commodate transit and other sorts of
things that can move people around
and not just be dependent upon cars.
We need to invest in a smart grid so we
use energy efficiently and we can
power our society in efficient and im-
portant ways.

But not only do we need to invest in
infrastructure, we need to invest in our
people. We need to invest in skills
training. This should start, Mr. Speak-
er, with early childhood education.
Any economist who studies this will
tell you, the investments you make in
little kids, zero to six, pay off for a life-
time. And yet we don’t have universal
kindergarten or universal early edu-
cation. We have millions of children
across this country whose young minds
could be being developed by the age of
3 or 4 or 5; and yet they’re not. They
are languishing at home and they are
being, in some cases, baby-sat by the
television or even worse. Some don’t
have adequate nutrition. Mr. Speaker,
we need to invest in the earliest,
youngest Americans so they can have
success throughout a lifetime.

We need to do something imme-
diately about the awesome debt burden
that our young people in college are
shouldering. This has the potential, as
young people who are in their 20s and
30s should be buying houses, buying
cars, should be saving for their retire-
ment, they’re paying back student
loans. This is going to have a long-
term negative effect on our economy,
and we need to do something about it
right now.

There are a lot more things to talk
about, but one of the things I don’t
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want to leave off the table is that we
also need to reduce our military spend-
ing. I’'m fully in favor of supporting our
veterans. I believe this is an important,
worthwhile investment for their
health, their education and for their
welfare, but there are a number of mili-
tary armaments and machines that we
simply don’t need. We don’t need to de-
pend on a nuclear arsenal, in my view.
We need to engage in international
agreements to cut the nuclear weap-
onry arsenal and inventory in the
world.
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We need to make sure that we begin
to shut down some of these bases we
have all across the country—as many
as 174 bases. Do we need this kind of
military footprint? I don’t think so.

So, Mr. Speaker, let me just say that
tomorrow we’re going to have a group
of leading economists at 11 o’clock to
come together and offer their views
about the proper direction for pros-
perity for America. Tomorrow the Con-
gressional Progressive Caucus at 11
a.m. will convene, and we’ll have a
number of great economists whom we
invite everybody to come listen to, in-
cluding Jeffrey Sachs. I’ve run out of
time, Mr. Speaker, but I urge people to
attend tomorrow The Way Forward for
America.

————
DEBTOR NATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. TERRY) for 56 minutes.

Mr. TERRY. “‘It is the debtor that is
ruined by hard times.”” That was said
by our 19th President, Rutherford B.
Hayes. It is a timely and insightful
comment.

The United States now is the debtor.
We are $15 trillion in debt, rising at a
yearly clip of $1.5 trillion with really
no institutional control to stop that.

Yes, we’re in hard times—9 percent-
plus unemployment for 3 years
straight. A report the other day said
the real unemployment rate from those
that have just given up is probably
closer to 15 percent—16 million to 20
million Americans. Our savings, de-
creasing, mostly because of the dollars
that are going towards buying bonds or
selling bonds to China.

Now, before us this week, though, is
probably one of the most important
votes that this Congress will take this
year, and that is to pass an amendment
to our Constitution forcing this body
to balance its budget. Now I know it’s
stunning to many people that our Con-
stitution didn’t have that. There were
lots of fail-safes built into our Con-
stitution, and I think that our Found-
ing Fathers never thought that deficit
spending other than at a time of war
would ever occur in our country, but it
has, and it’s become the norm.

Why has it become the norm in Con-
gress? Simply answered, because you
can. There’s nothing to stop it. The
easiest way, the most political way so
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you never have to say ‘‘no’’ is to deficit
spend. My friends, that has to end. It
has to end this congressional session.

Now, the balanced budget amend-
ment is a simple one. It says, basically,
we cannot spend more than our reve-
nues. That’s what most State constitu-
tions have, that’s what the Nebraska
constitution has, and that’s what the
city charter for Omaha has. I spent 8
years on the Omaha city council. We
had to have a balanced budget. You
have to make tough decisions. I've
been there when people have come and
said, we need new water parks or we
need something else. We on the city
council, because we had to live by a
balanced budget, had to make a deci-
sion of raising taxes, cutting some-
where else, or saying ‘‘no.”” Those are
your only three options.

Well the time has come that Con-
gress needs the institutional barriers
to spending, and it’s the balanced budg-
et amendment. It will be the institu-
tionalized discipline that has been
lacking here for decades. The time has
come to pass it.

I want to leave this one general
point, both disappointing and hopeful.
There was an article in USA Today,
November 4 or so, 11, 12 days ago,
where it quoted the Democratic leader-
ship saying to their own people, Kill
the balanced budget amendment. They
want to preserve the right to deficit
spend our future away at $1.5 trillion
per year. Fortunately, as we have
heard from one Democratic Member,
he’s not following the Democratic lead-
ership’s orders here. I hope that we will
get enough of our Democratic friends
who believe in fiscal discipline to join
us. It takes two-thirds of both the
House and the Senate to do that. It
will be a close vote. So on something as
simple as saying that our expenditures
can’t exceed our revenues, I ask for all
of my colleagues’ support.

————

TRUTH-TELLING ABOUT THE WAR
IN AFGHANISTAN: A FIREABLE
OFFENSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, some-
times it seems like the surest way to
get in the most trouble is to tell the
truth about the war in Afghanistan.
Witness the case of Major General
Peter Fuller, whom Congressman WAL-
TER JONES just talked about. General
Fuller was one of our troop com-
manders in Afghanistan until he de-
cided to speak his mind. After Presi-
dent Karzai made the outrageous state-
ment that he would back Pakistan in a
war against the United States, Major
General Fuller delivered a colorful and
candid on-the-record reply. He said,
“Why don’t you just poke me in the
eye with a needle?” He said this of
President Karzai, whom he also de-
scribed as erratic and ‘‘isolated from
reality.”
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He added that the Afghan Govern-
ment doesn’t properly appreciate the
enormous sacrifices Americans are
making on Afghanistan’s behalf, espe-
cially at a time when we have major
economic challenges right here at
home.

And what was Major General Fuller’s
reward for telling it like it is? What did
he get for expressing the frustration so
many Americans feel? He was thrown
immediately under the bus. He was
fired, relieved of his command by Gen-
eral John Allen, who admonished Gen-
eral Fuller for ‘‘inappropriate public
comments.” An interesting choice of
words: ‘‘inappropriate public com-
ments.”’

As Time magazine pointed out, the
implication there seems pretty clear:
What Major General Fuller had the au-
dacity to say out loud—that the Karzai
regime is feckless and corrupt—is what
most people secretly believe. Time cor-
respondent Mark Thompson put it this
way: “‘It is not a good sign when what
everyone is saying privately cannot be
stated publicly. In that case, only the
troops—the ones dying—and the tax-
payers—the people employing both
Allen and Fuller—are kept willfully in
the dark.” The writer Christopher
Hitchens put it even more bluntly, say-
ing that to silence Fuller ‘‘is to estab-
lish a stupid culture of denial in the
ranks.”

Throughout this decade, Mr. Speak-
er, this decade that we’ve been at war,
the failure of our government to level
with us has been a persistent problem.
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Whether it’s the phony weapons of
mass destruction in Iraq or prisoner
abuse and torture or just the refusal to
let soldiers’ coffins be photographed—
that was during the Bush administra-
tion—over and over again the Amer-
ican people have been fed a steady diet
of misleading spin and outright lies.
But the people who are paying for this
war in blood and treasure deserve much
better. They are tired of propaganda.
They are owed an honest accounting of
what’s going on, what obstacles we
face, and what kind of progress we’re
making—or not making.

Major General Fuller had enough re-
spect for the American people to tell
them the truth. By refusing to dish out
the same phony platitudes, he may
have lost his job, but he maintained his
integrity. If the continued rationale for
this war is built on a lie that no one
must expose, then surely that’s a sign
that this mission is beyond repair.

The real solution is not to cover up
everything that’s going horribly wrong
in Afghanistan. The solution is to re-
capture our integrity as a nation and
end this war once and for all, not in
2014, not at some uncertain date in the
future—mow. It’s time now to bring our
troops home.
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